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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response RCE filing of 14 December 2007. Claims 2 and 6 have been 
cancelled. Claims 1 , 3-5 and 7 have been amended. Claims 1 , 3, 5 and 7 are pending 
and have been considered below. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 14 
December 2007 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 and 5 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1 , 3-5 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
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which applicant regards as the invention. The claims claim both a product and a 
process, i.e. a graphical user interface and method steps. MPEP paragraph 2173.05(p) 
[R-5] Claim Directed to Product-By- Process or Product and Process part II states: 

A single claim which claims both an apparatus and the method steps of using the 
apparatus is indefinite under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. *> IPXL Holdings v. 
Amazon.com, Inc., 430 F.2d 1377, 1384, 77 USPQ2d 1140, 1145 (Fed. Cir. 2005);< Ex 
parte Lyell, 17 USPQ2d 1548 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1990) *> 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1 , 3-5 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sezan et al. (US 6,236,395 B1). 

Claim 1 : Sezan discloses a graphical user interface for a personal video recorder 

comprising: 

a. Simultaneously presenting on a display, a plurality of different key frames, each 
key frame associated with a respective different video separately recorded onto a 
storage medium of said personal video recorder, and representative of a clip 
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within the respectively associated different video, each video clip and key frame 
automatically selected by said personal video recorder by analyzing the content 
of the respectively associated video recorded on said storage (column 1, lines 
29-41, column 4, lines 3-6, column 7, lines 56-63, column 8, lines 10-36, column 

14, lines 7-40), 

b. Presenting on said display, a plurality of sequential frames of one of said video 
clips, beginning from the first frame of the presented one of said video clips, in 
response to a user selecting a key frame associated with the presented one of 
said video clips (column 4, lines 9-15, column 8, lines 10-36), 

but does not disclose presenting title information, length information, quality information 
and source information regarding at least one of the presented one of said video clips 
and the video associated with the presented one of said video clips. However, Sezan 
discloses program profiles which define distinctive characteristics of the content of the 
program, such as actors, stars, rating, director, release date, time stamps, keyword 
identifications and categories which can be used for filtering in the search for video 
information. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to add presenting title information, length information, 
quality information and source information regarding at least one of the presented one 
of said video clips and the video associated with the presented one of said video clips to 
Sezan. One could have been motivated to add presenting title information, length 
information, quality information and source information regarding at least one of the 
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presented one of said video clips and the video associated witli tlie presented one of 
said video clips to Sezan to facilitate the user in identifying a clip more accurately. 

Claim 3: Sezan discloses the interface of claim 1 wherein said plurality of different key 
frames is presented in a two dimensional array (figures 5 and 9). 

Claim 4: Sezan discloses the interface of claim 1 but does not disclose the selection of 
one of said video clips is based upon, at least in part, the selection of a second video 
clip. However, Sezan discloses selecting a video based upon a program description 
wherein the program description scheme identifies the contents of a second video 
segment (claim 9). Sezan discloses identifying two related video clips associated with 
the same program description. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add selection of one of said video 
clips is based upon, at least in part, the selection of a second video clip to Sezan. One 
could have been motivated to add selection of one of said video clips is based upon, at 
least in part, the selection of a second video clip to Sezan because Sezan discloses 
filtering video content based on user criteria and a user in Sezan may want to quickly 
scan clips of videos by the clips being played automatically consecutively. 

Claim 5: Sezan discloses a graphical user interface for a personal video recorder 
comprising: 
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a. Simultaneously presenting on a display, a plurality of different key frames, each 
key frame associated with a respective different video separately recorded onto a 
storage medium of said personal video recorder, and representative of a clip 
within the respectively associated different video, each video clip and key frame 
automatically selected by said personal video recorder by analyzing the content 
of the respectively associated video recorded on said storage (column 1, lines 
29-41, column 4, lines 3-6, column 7, lines 56-63, column 8, lines 10-36, column 
14, lines 7-40), 

b. Presenting on said display, a plurality of sequential frames of one of said video 
clips, beginning from the first frame of the presented one of said video clips, in 
response to a user selecting a key frame associated with the presented one of 
said video clips (column 4, lines 9-15, column 8, lines 10-36), 

but does not disclose the selection of one of said video clips is based upon, at least in 
part, the selection of a second video clip. However, Sezan discloses selecting a video 
based upon a program description wherein the program description scheme identifies 
the contents of a second video segment (claim 9). Sezan discloses identifying two 
related video clips associated with the same program description. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
add selection of one of said video clips is based upon, at least in part, the selection of a 
second video clip to Sezan. One could have been motivated to add selection of one of 
said video clips is based upon, at least in part, the selection of a second video clip to 
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Sezan because Sezan discloses filtering video content based on user criteria and a 
user in Sezan may want to quickly scan clips of videos by the clips being played 
automatically consecutively. 

Claim 7: Sezan discloses the interface of claim 5 wherein said plurality of different key 
frames is presented in a two dimensional array (figures 5 and 9). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John M. Heffington whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1696. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri 8:00 - 5:30 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

JMH 
3/17/08 



/Ba Huynh/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2179 



